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Introduction 
 
The Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) encouraged the public to comment on 
the removal of the 324 and 327 Buildings in the 300 Area of the Hanford Site from the Air 
Operating Permit (AOP) during a public comment period held March 20 through April 21, 2006. 
The emissions from these buildings will no longer be regulated by the AOP. The permit 
modification will remove requirements for monitoring and control of radioactive air emissions at 
the 324 and 327 Buildings by the AOP. Instead, the air emissions will be regulated by the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) in the 
new 300 Area removal action work plan. The work plan involves decontaminating and 
decommissioning the buildings, their stacks, and related facilities. 
 
The following responsiveness summary addresses public comments received during the public 
comment period. Ecology received two comments on the proposed permit change. The 
comments focused on the following issues: 

• U.S. Department of Energy’s exemption from laws and regulations that would cause 
limited oversight of their regulation of the air emissions. 

• Accuracy of captions and applicability of photographs in the focus sheet. 
 
 
Responsiveness Summary 
 
Comment #1:  
If you put this performance operation limitation under CERCLA, isn’t that effected by the fact 
that DOE is exempt from certain laws and regulation that pertain to most or all other non-
governmental agencies/companies? If that is true, then the basis for this permit will be greatly 
eliminated by your proposal. I for one have lost all confidence in DOE and their ability to 
perform on most any task. If you are limiting your oversight of their work by any degree, then 
you are dropping the ball too. 
 
Ecology’s Response:  
Ecology offers the following explanation. 
 
There are indeed some portions of Federal law from which DOE is exempt. OSHA is an 
example.  
  
The action proposed is to discontinue permits and approvals to emit radionuclides from the 324 
& 327 operations stacks. The operations under the air permits will have fully discontinued before 
the permits are dropped. Existing licenses issued by the Department of Health already state that 
no monitoring is required if no operations occur and no operational emissions exist. In this 
fashion and with this action, the DOE licenses to operate these sources will be permanently 
withdrawn and the State will no longer retain direct enforcement responsibility. 
  
The decontamination, decommissioning, and demolition (D&D&D) of the buildings have been 
studied for their potential to release radionuclides. The removal action work plan (RAWP) 
controls the D&D&D activities specifying how contamination release will be inhibited. The air 
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monitoring plan (AMP) is part of the RAWP and specifies monitoring requirements. The RAWP 
& AMP become the enforceable protective tools during the D&D&D through their approval as 
CERCLA documentation. Both control and monitoring requirements in the RAWP and AMP 
have been drawn from the appropriate radionuclide emission standards. Under CERCLA, DOE 
does not have to file administrative paperwork that does not directly effect the removal action. In 
the performance of the CERCLA work, Health, Ecology, and EPA conduct oversight to assure 
that the requirements of the CERCLA documentation are met.  
 
 
Comment #2: (telephone message) 
On mailing list for AOP permit modification: 

• The picture caption is wrong, it should be 327. 
• The picture (06-05-001) on the front does not have as much impact as the commentator 

would wish. Prefer showing 324/327 explicitly and possibly aerially. 
 
Ecology’s Response: 
Ecology Agrees. 

• Upon identification of referential error in the caption of the photograph on March 16, 
2006, the web-based files were corrected. 

• Ecology believes the objective of notice of the pertinent facility and license actions was 
met with the distributed notice.  Within future comparable notices, Ecology will strive to 
locate more compelling imagery if available. 

 
 
Comment #3: 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the Hanford Site Air Operating Permit 
(AOP). My comment is general, but global. I request that general condition 4.5 of the Hanford 
AOP be modified to include and address Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-400-
040(5) standards as reporting requirements. Specifically, general condition 4.5 “Permit Deviation 
Reporting” should require the permittee to report emissions which are detrimental to persons or 
property. Specifically, general condition 4.5 should reference WAC 173-400-040(5) and require 
that any and all air emissions that have caused detriment to the health, safety, or welfare of any 
person be reported. Also, the general condition should require that any and all air emissions that 
have caused damage to property or business be reported. 
 
Ecology’s Response: 
Ecology offers the following explanation. 
 
The proposed action of removing licenses from the AOP upon transition to a CERCLA removal 
action does not open the balance of the AOP to comment. Thus, your comment has no bearing on 
this action and cannot be addressed in this action. 
 
Your comment will be retained and addressed within the AOP renewal which will be open for 
public comment in June and July 2006. 
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Summary of Public Involvement Actions 
 
No workshops or hearings were held for this comment period. A focus sheet was mailed to 
approximately 900 highly interested members of the public. An email to the Hanford Listserv 
announced the comment period and directed members of the public to the Ecology website, 
www.ecy.wa.gov/nwp/programs/commentperiods.htm, for more information. Notice of the 
comment period was placed in the Ecology events calendar. A public announcement classified 
advertisement was placed in the Tri-City Herald on the Sunday before the comment period 
started. The public information repositories received: 

• Focus Sheet 
• Cover Letter 
• Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis #2 for the 300 Area 
• Notice of Approval for the 324 Building 
• Notice of Approval for the 327 Building 

 
 
Attachments 
 
Comment letters 
Public Announcement Classified Ad 
Focus Sheet 
Final Letter of Decision 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Mr Dale Wallace [mailto:dwallace06@verizon.net]  
Sent: Friday, March 17, 2006 12:09 PM 
To: Hendrickson, Douglas 
Cc: 's & v wallace'; goglesbee@charter.net 
Subject: FW: Ecology: Hanford Site Air Operating Permit Modification Comment Period 

Doug Hendrickson 
Washington State Department of Ecology, 
 
If you put this performance operation limitation under CERCLA, isn’t that effected by the fact that 
DOE is exempt from certain laws and regulation that pertain to most or all other non-
governmental agencies/companies? If that is true, then the basis for this permit will be greatly 
eliminated by your proposal. I for one have lost all confidence in DOE and their ability to perform 
on most any task. If you are limiting your oversight of their work by any degree, then you are 
dropping the ball too. 
 
Dale E. Wallace 
Dwallace06@verizon.net
509/627-2147 
 

mailto:Dwallace06@verizon.net




Comment Period for Hanford Air Operating Permit Modification  
March 20 – April 21, 2006  

The Washington State Department of Ecology would like your input on a significant 
modification to the Hanford Site Air Operating Permit (AOP). The modification will 
remove the 324 and 327 buildings in the 300 Area of the Hanford Site from the AOP. The 
AOP will no longer regulate the emissions from these buildings. Ecology will submit a 
draft permit modification for public comment from March 20 through April 21, 2006. 
The permit holder is USDOE - RL, P.O. Box 550, Richland, WA 99352 

Copies of the modification are available for review by appointment, 509-372-7920, at the 
Department of Ecology Richland Office Library, 3100 Port of Benton Blvd., Richland, 
WA. A focus sheet and related materials will be available at 
www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp/commentperiods.htm during the comment period. 

Contact Douglas Hendrickson to make a comment or to receive more information. Please 
submit all comments in writing.  
        3100 Port of Benton Blvd. 
        Richland, WA 99354 
        509-372-7983 phone 
        509-372-7971 fax 
        dohe461@ecy.wa.gov  

All comments received during the public comment period will be considered and 
responded to when Ecology issues the final permit decision on whether to approve 
modification of the permit. No public meeting is scheduled at this time; however, 
Ecology will consider requests for a hearing. Please contact Tanya Williams at 509-372-
7883 or tawi461@ecy.wa.gov to request a public hearing. 

 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp/commentperiods.htm











